exhibiting and research dissemination, significant skills and qualities are required. These include trust, transparency, flexibility and compromise. 
THE CONNECTED COMMUNITIES PROGRAMME

The vision for the programme is to mobilise the potential for increasingly inter-connected, culturally diverse, communities to enhance participation, prosperity, sustainability, health and wellbeing by better connecting research, stakeholders, and communities.
This emphasis on cross-connection reflects the AHRC connected communities' aim of fostering a more equitable research agenda and supporting skill sharing, and one of the program's key mechanisms for realising this objective is the staging of an annual Research Showcase event.
As a group of connected communities research academics and collaborators (detailed in the next section), we attended the second of its annual showcases in Cardiff in June 2014. The showcases represent an exciting opportunity for community partners to be brought into the heart of AHRC activity to both exhibit and gain an overview of the connected communities' research program. As Facer and Enright (2016, p. 8 However, for this 'new public knowledge landscape' to be realised, we argue that greater attention needs to be paid to issues of clear communication, accessibility and equity if the ideals of cross-connection, broad participation and new public knowledge are to be attained. There were opportunities to raise these issues with the showcase organisers, both at the showcase itself and following its completion, so the research fellows who were attached to the program and tasked with developing an overview of its workings have already integrated some of this feedback in their report (see Facer & Enright 2016) . However, we hope that future programs that involve collaborative research dissemination can build on the learning and skills development that stemmed from our own team's experience of the showcase event and is outlined in this article. As Facer and Enright (2016, p. 6) 
OUR PARTICIPATION IN THE RESEARCH SHOWCASE
Who we are
The collaboration discussed in this article involved both academics at the University of Brighton and a number of artsbased organisations that have an interest in resilience and helped deliver the 'Resilience House' at the Research Showcase and some of the projects that were collaboratively produced and represented at the showcase.
Art in Mind is an arts organisation in Brighton run by and for young people facing mental health complexities. With Art in Mind as a partner and Macpherson (as principal investigator), we developed 'Building resilience through community arts practice: A scoping study with disabled young people and young people facing mental health challenges' (Macpherson, Hart & Heaver 2014 , 2015 . Professor Hart, one of our connected communities' academics, they produced 'Exploring resilience of young adults with learning difficulties -a co-inquiry', which was represented at the showcase.
At the University of Brighton community engagement has long been a part of the university's strategic vision. In all of the projects listed above we focus on mutual benefit for all involved and link this activity to teaching, future programs and research.
However, these aspirations do not exist in a vacuum and must contend with what Chatterton (2000) calls the 'push and pull' of engagement. In the UK today, universities are facing the rise of the knowledge economy, increasing 'marketisation' of higher education and increasing student fees. Engagement as a strategic choice can act as both a push and a pull factor. We believe community-based research and dissemination that stems from the right collaborative partnerships can achieve much within this context. The resilience-related research and practice development, to which this article relates, has been part of the communityuniversity partnership agenda at Brighton since its inception 10 years ago (www.boingboing.org.uk). Therefore, it was a natural step for us to apply for Connected Communities Programme funding and to attend the showcase event with our research partners. As academics, our aims for participating in the showcase were to: -raise the profile of young people in the festival, including people with mental health issues, looked after young people (who have foster families) and those with learning disabilities -contribute to placing co-produced collaborative work at the heart of the showcase with a clear community, as well as 
OUTCOMES: DEVELOPMENTAL GAINS
The opportunity to be at a Research Showcase was quite a step forward for these diverse and marginalised young people who wouldn't normally attend such events. For some of the young people who attended, travelling to a different town hundreds of miles from Brighton, mixing with people they didn't know, 
TENSIONS AND CHALLENGES
While some of the issues we faced at this showcase and networking event are common to the wider literature on community-based participatory research (e.g. working with diverse groups of people, using appropriate language and communication, and focusing on mutual benefit for participants), we also found that there were specific tensions and expectations and new skill sets and bodies of expertise that were required to navigate this undertaking. These acted as barriers to the CCP aims for the showcase being fully achieved. We discuss these in detail below.
Time: There Is Never Enough of It
There is a CCP ideal around collaboration but sometimes not sufficient lead time to put this in place. The organisers did recognise this and issued a call for contributions at the beginning of the year, with the actual showcase event to take place in June.
However, the time it actually took to write the bids and confirm the successful applications meant that the team only had a few months to prepare the showcase materials and work out the details of the exhibition and presentations between the different project groups.
In the lives of young people with complex needs (who may, for example, need more time to prepare materials), eight weeks was not long enough to get ready for such a big social and intellectual challenge. Many of our group wondered how much publicity the event had had outside of the invited research project participants, as the number of people from the community was lower than we had anticipated. There were sessions hosted by a number of community venues across the city. However, it was this lack of a 'public' to showcase their work to that disappointed some of the group who had put a lot of work into what they thought would be a 'public engagement event'. The event was largely attended by other researchers and some of their community partners. We were the largest group to attend the event, and in fact colleagues from the AHRC mentioned that we were over-ambitious in the number of people we had in attendance. However, one reason for our group being so large was that we needed a large number of adults to address the support needs of the young people who participated. In contrast, the staffing of most other stalls included just one or two community partners at best and so was dominated by university-based staff. This was a surprise for our group, and the overall lack of community partners in attendance was a disappointment. Furthermore, the remit of the showcase was so broad that attendance from the wider public and local interested organisations was weak. If the general public is part of the target audience, more attention may need to be given when planning future showcases to consider how the content can, in fact, attract them. Future briefs on these types of event should also include more stringent expectations about the level and nature of community partner involvement in order to appropriately shape the expectations of all involved.
We needed the public and some more communities! I actually felt a bit disappointed that we all worked so hard and only a few people got to see the tent and other art work by the young people. (Ceri
Our expectation of the event was that it would be a public and associated organisation showcase for research partners. 
Cultures of Language and the Non-verbal: We Just Make Art
For some of the collaborators who came along to the event, the activities that they were involved in felt very different from the language they were framed in as part of the showcase. Working with specific concepts across community-university boundaries means that everybody will interpret these ideas according to their own context. And as illustrated further below, many people may be making 'resilient moves', without labelling them in that way. The implications of this for showcasing and disseminating research are not straightforward.
Resilience is a particular
We found that the different rationales and cultures of language and practice that animate academic and community partner work means you have to stay in this tension. A key and meaningful way of generating understanding, presenting research and its outputs, and implementing and sharing theory in practice is to develop different artefacts or boundary objects (Hart et al. 2013 ). For us, this included art work made by the young people, films, badges and posters, and academic papers, booklets and resources. Such an approach also resists the duality between 'researcher' and 'community' in co-presenting the outcomes of the research. Although a few school groups and our colleagues working with Welsh Mind attended the showcase, overall there was weak participation by the general public. This may have been because the remit was so broad. Future events might specifically target groups of further education students, for example, which might capitalise on the breadth of the remit and enable student access to a wide variety of academics and community partners working on exciting collaborative research projects.
It seems to me that there is a problem in this space
Getting the Basics Right: Food, Water and Transport
For those of us coordinating our group, and for the AHRC organisers, it is important to note that ensuring our group members' basic needs were met was not completely achieved in the opinion of some of the participants. On the positive side, we received appropriate funding from the AHRC for the visit, and so were able to accommodate our group in a hotel right opposite the showcase site to which we had been assigned. This meant that, once we arrived in Cardiff, we could immediately establish ourselves at the site without lengthy commuting backwards and forwards to our hotel. Furthermore, we were able to budget to include other adults in our group whose role it was to offer additional support to those who needed it, and we had enough funds to eat out at a restaurant on both nights of the trips and to buy snacks and drinks for the young people.
However, meeting some other basic needs was challenging.
For example, having the showcase on two sites was not ideal.
When we arrived at the showcase venue all our name labels were at the other site. Also, there were no free refreshments apart from a basic packed lunch at lunchtime. This differed from the other venue, where a more substantial lunchtime meal was provided.
This comparison and perceived inequity caused unnecessary criticisms of the refreshments at our venue. Furthermore, some staff supporting young people felt that the lack of tap water facilities in a hot venue was a basic oversight. Getting these basics right is very important in order to keep partners on board and feeling valued. Issues as basic as transport, preparation, and a shared understanding of the remit and audience for the event -which might not have been seen as noteworthy for a less diverse groupwere thrown into sharp relief by the diversity of our showcase team and the complex network of partnerships.
CONCLUSION
Therefore, it is important that, in undertaking collaborative ventures such as this, we look afresh at logistical issues and avoid making assumptions during the planning process. Issues such as insurance cover for community collaborators who are neither students or staff, accessible travel arrangements, careful risk assessment and management, and payment for support staff if required are all issues that the university and the funding organisation need to address if they are serious about community collaboration. These issues are second nature to most community organisations, and universities need to be open to learning from their experiences and challenging internal bureaucracies.
Furthermore, careful attention needs to be paid to the different motivations and objectives of the various parties attending such events. This was not something we did in a comprehensive manner at the outset, and future organisers of such events would be wise to ask how varied organisations and participants' objectives differ and how they can best be met.
